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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III —Sec. 4] 


2.1 ??r mwio 3 wt % <j? >th tin ejri l % atEftvf <Ht <rr w crar w 

^ 1 5% Vrt <J5T ftm « I Trim <T? ^ 15% ^ % ftm, qftp, ^ if ffeft 

3mft£R 5 RtM t | 


2.2 WT ^RRT % 5RcM cfa Ref tef 5R>R f :- 


(i) T W^\ 3 WT% te W=T 3THR m?t t Rt RRd W4>K ^ faWcft 3R SpjfafacT fa?? $ 
cMT 1 STrpR, 1991 ^ 5rte £ I 

(ii) TO FRT SlfcT 3 ^ xr jr^etp WTte % Sffate fattc} cRT ^f 3 wn ^ cfa# 

^r# ^ t l ^rft ^ ^ w t ?trt ?rr srafa $ *Rr<|fr ^ ?? nt & l 

(iii) nfat A 'PTRTRf ef>R 4 il t^fcFT 3>fa n>T efFRT ft<R u l ^, 1999*2000 3 62% SJTFT ^?rfcTT 

11 #TT ^ ^cl: WV# «PTFt tcj W % fal? 3 62% cfa <|f^ cfa 3TFRn^?TT % 
3liclt^> F? 3 15% ^T 3RcTR fa^T t I faR ^ W cRTT faef ^ 

$ Wfite ^>T ^ 5RtM R# t I HWlfad ^ WT 3T?IcT: te dRT 

^.1 0 <FRlF 3Tf^Rxt> 3TRT fafa. 

(iv) HTH RIRT gRT 3TfteRT nT^sff % fal? Htdlftd 3TRI t RETt vjjc||^ rjr 

WR RIRT (fa.?djft.?ft.)] <t>kJdl WT RTRf dRT ^ WTofa WT RJRT 

{?d.?F.4t.^t.) tr eipj ^TH cffT ^eHT I 


2.3 RTH ^ % PRcTR tR WT RJRT % RJRft cjff 9 2001 

3TRtfuR ^ t^cfj ^if^R f^JT W v5f# W WTcT ^pft ^ % MWlRd ^ W^T 

wftft wft % ^ 3fk ^r^r cjttcr ^r w|ci site 5mm ^ I ^r 

15% ^ TiM citer ^ wr rtri ^ RiRft ^ ^ 9 srfSY, 2001 ^ ten I 


3. snHFft nf wite nten % stjhr wr rirt % jtrm nfcr fate wr 
viM^^ichdlail/^te nfafafa tenfr ^ ^ far? Mteifam ^ ^ l rrt 

fainter ^ ^ n41 =- 

g>^ farte ctt^r ii^te^R (?ter) 2?cr.?.) 

(i) irfFf RIRT ^RT t^cT fa^TT ^ ^Ff iJIdRVd efFR % 3R ntet steTERI 

cf>fft ( 3fteftte? Tte teR n 3nvn?n^ vifad m<A<sTI sriteir sfr? ^Wrfamj f^ifa teR 
n ^ $> ^RR fa TFT t I 
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(ii) WT ^K! ^d ftfeldJ dTdt cfft VJ IM c M'£l d ftft cfft ft 2JM ft fftftR TMT ftt d?T ft 3fR 
fftrftd fft'Hld'l ftt ddT ftt d?T ft I d2JTd ?Rd> dd ft dddnfftd % dTOT dldldld ft 3ftd 

’ft Flfa ftRft dftfa EFT ^ feR dftft >HH*R 3Jcd dftf ft I 
(jii) : 3*dft Wd ft M'MiRd crfi^ ft> 3frf%re^r ^ f?R ftdT ft djdid, aiidRch cTftct $<rdifft dd 

tel dftf wm dRft <m ^t%ct dftr $m ft lM^ 3 mtt dft ^ ft f^ d? ft# 

ftdT cT^TT dMId dft dpSRTd dR dft 3Rd dKcfld dxTd dft tJeTdT ft Mfrlftftf! Rpd ftt dlft> I ^df 
TOM ft ft dT# ftftftpfr dTdd^ d# ft sftd ^f^R ^ft dftftfftft dftf ftf RTftf dlfftd ! 


*«rft d>d?d FTddT TfTTtRRTFT {<ft.#RTl.d.d.) 


(i) *Rdft dfR £RT didf&d cZTFTR dft fftdfRd dRft dfft dddd> t - ft Pffft dTeft TjftmT# dft 

cJefdT ft Wf dft feRd RTdd ^ ft#!, 3RdfcT d?ftdd ddddR, dfftdR fefe TOR 
(#TOdft.) cift 3rfftd> ddj#, ftfddd? pen MT^df ^ ^ fftddd 3nft dT# dft^dT^ftr d&d 
dddftt dft A d fttft dd 3ft xpft d[ddJ % ■JfTcTPT ft> fftR fftddd dTd fttdT I 

(ii) ^IM^ecb dftf A cfe ^ TOM ^ dddd gidft TOd 4 df?d d^T cZJTdR dftdT ! vftRd.ftt.^t. 

A sM dc«P dddftt ft? feR deleft dtftf fed dft ft I mR”IH ^fdddT Tjidft imd ft 3nft dlft 
dfiMT * RTR WPT A RI t cTSTT RfR A wWt M TORPT ?t 

PTRTTT I 

(iii) i\A ^ ^ f^fWPt ^T M ^ OTfjte ^TOfR eFTRFR A\fcA\ % RMRT % f^R fAA?\ 

d^t f^PTT t I f^TR 3ft Rte cR^^ft ^ ^&R[e?T 3TRTR W Wd ddJRT ^TRTT t, dft 
dTOT) ^ ^ crf^ ^ cRR°T 3T?ftcp 15% ft M ^TRTT t I ^fftcR Wd 

^Jed> clft ^15% 3fte dmrte dRft dd dft^ aftRlRT d^t t I 

(iv) M dRSdT 1 12 cTd> ^ d^TTd 3Jed> ^eld: 3RW d^RT fcft dft f dft dT^T ft 

fed RfR drrft t 3fR ^dd WR ^d R7 Md SJecR dd ^T ftf^d> (fefe) % 3TRTR dd 
eFTRft dTTtft ft I ^d ddfe f^R MddlRd 15% cfft ^ dd dft^ d# 11%d ftt 

10% dcp dft ^ dft RI dRRft ft I ftfR ftt M dRsdT 13 oftd 14 cfft RPd ?JecP dd 

dmfer dftt dft RPft dTfftd 3ftd fedd d^fRRd dft dft ddR dddT ^TR ! 
dfycftil dWd fftdd (ddl.dft.3dft.) 

(i) ^dft ftr^ ^dd ERdT dd^d ^ddRTO fftddR d? ddftdl ft Rh" ftt^ ^RT TOdfftd ddH ?Je^ 
3Pd TOtdft Wft vftft - ^ft.dd.ftl.^t., ft?.ftt.€t. ( RdRdftt.^. dft ddt ^ dd3 ft I 

(ii) dRcT dRddd ^ IftftdTT^dTR ddpR #d dft ft RR 4R 3Tddd differ RRdT ^TRl %d ftt 
g*dft ftt^ ^dd ft Isr^dd, 1991 ft ddt ft ftftldd dftt fftpjT ft I ?dTft dRft dft ftdTdft ft 
dTdT pn ft I 

(iii) ddftm ^ ft ddTd ^edj dft dft dft 15% dd> ftfttfftd dRft dd dftdTd TOM 3Rd feftt 
TOdf dd eTPJ d^d dft dft ^efdT ft fftefeT dfftd dfttd fttdf ft I 
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fftnk-T refr wRhki (rrt3tt^.3tU 

(i) fcIYPTR ftftF WR Rft RTT Reft % TEJF ft fftAJ Rift % R^EER RT^ft Rft 

T2TR ?JeR> Rft ft 3ERfftR> cfkft cpff fftftkl ft REft % RRTR ift>e16l<R ftR>[ ER TTRkTT t I 

(ii) r4 1999-2000 % rIttr ^ftr> % trrer RRrft ft 62 % rr htft Reft'aftk t r^it 

czjtrr rt sfnrr r# rtt ttrett t I fftftRRpf rttt ftt he) ft Eft) rite err e?) 

^ EYR EER t I SET: THE! RJeE^ Eft ft 1 5% E?) RTHTlftH EEftT?) Eft ^TT f^rfcT ft eTPJ f^TT 
RTTR I 

3lf^TeT HfEeftR felfc&'S «|c«Ij 3TTHETE> RE fftnfcFF TETcJE (R .3ITE .Rcl .ftkSTn* .ft .R.) 

;:) irrftft TT^ E^TE RTTE) ft fofftlF H<EF ERER) RETTRET Eft 1993-94 ft 81.3 ftt^cF FR ft 
cr^^T Eft, 1999-2000 3 129.3 ftf^E> FR F) RET I Rftj REF STEfa % E^RR *jRlft R^dR 
4 ^Rjft Etft £TF RIFT FWcTC W EJeRT cHITR ^Tlft % E>K U 1 RETIRE! 26.1 ftfft;E>~ FR ft 
fiRcFT 14.4 ftftE> fr f) ret I 

(ii) c^ft RrEft Eft eJEETT ft ft)ftlH T£fftHT3rt RSJT fttfftH STEft^HRI RET W&m RfTR ^ (3EH 
T^pfi cffr geRT ft) % F)ft 1|R ft) RR.ft.ftt.tf. Eft felfftftF 4c^F % RHETR ft EftRTR ft f%RT 

^RtR RTE FEft t ! RrET ^eRT/RHN ft Eft RTlft Reft ftrjft 3EH ^ ERR Eft RRfft % fcfR 
!R Pi E?KE> Ftftt I 

(lii) giRte cre^ft % Hfe'W W ?Jc*R 5mR{ 3 WTtSFT ^ ^ fcPTT 

^ I ^ ^fft WTf 3 #^Toft JlftTFraf <f?t ^ W=l ?Jc^ TPTR ^TOT 

‘3TRT ^ I I 

5. 4cITT? v3M^RcF ?ft3ft ffteft ftRf&RT RffeftR T£RT % ^ ft ^i R^R RTTT Rt ftR eft 

^ % RtRRT RtR RTTT ft PlMfftRsR ^1 

'Ffft^T fftT[ f I 

(j) fttrftTRT^ 3ftr TRelftr3TT^ £[NT f^R R RRRR RTcTRR ft Rjft Rft % WI R#f F I 
v$v$i RtR % RtR ftftftf RHK 3IR Rrfftf Rft ^eRT ft 3Tfte R# t I RR, 3RI RRT #ft 
ftftl, ftHTTR RRT 3Tlift R,r 4 RTR RR TOI eTRcf % feTR fftM^TR 11 
/ji) Tjift R'HIR R^^Jeft ftftftf ERft RR RR^Rlft ^PlFftReT Mlfftcpift % TTTO ffteEFR Rft Rft ftfc 
^ eft RSRftRR TFRT ftk RRRN RRTRT RRI I FTf% RTR MeR eTPR RR RT?ft % 

fftR TlfftiftfF Rft fftTH eft R^ft ftft #ft RRR ^TTft RR I 
(jjj) eft RftftcT RRlfftlft RRT Rft RIEft t F^rfftR ^ftRR % RlftRFR HRT 

Tft ftft fftE % feTR ^WcR RR fft^T ^FRft % RfR^R RTRR Rft Rjftftrftftl R# Rft RR 
TEft t i FRT TER ft RF 3rft$TT Rft RT Tftt ft fcF fft^FF RfftR ft TftftfttfftR RH RRft FRR 
RR RTft R RRft^RT R?Tft % ^RR ft ftRT RRRRT. I 

(iv) ft.Tft.RR.R.R. RR RF RIRT fft RTTT RRftrT RT^RT Rft t, WcT t I ftt R^TR^ ft^ 

ftR R8R ftH TRT FTRRRTft RR^RT FfeR RT T^Ilftm R5Tft RR ft^IK fftniT RRT 

t I 3ERRI Rft, 2001-2002 % RftRR FRtT ftftt RT 10 FR WHdNlft RTT RFft ft>R 

eTRTR ^TT ^ t I 

(v) ftfftft ft TITRER RRTft ftRTeET Rfftf® ft 2000-2001 (fef RTR Rft ft RRT^ft ^RR 
ftftRR R RR.ft.SITR.^G. ft> 3ld J< id ft) Rft ^fd^fd RT KfTR fftR fftdT 95% HTFT RRTtRT tl 
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t ^4 MRI l fftd 15% 4ft <$% 4F ftt ll^t 4ft ^HHillcrfSt % 4?414 414414 

ftt t I 4F ^ cETRR FRT 3R#?T 4ft vm t 4 FR44 ^J*4ft 4414 % 4ldl414 44 4ftft 

yfafr el 4414 4# 4%41 I ft^Tl fftft ft ftt.ftt .44.44- 4RT 10% 441 4ft 4ft 
*ftkl4 4ftt ft I 

(vi) ^RT ftel 44 ^TPRIW 4ft 15% 44T4R 24 4?nft ft 27.60 4?Mft Mfdc4 4Rft 44 4RT14 ft 1 
M<ftft t yrFft 4^ ^4RT fteft 4^ 4^414 RlH^c4> H'tdlfftd 4? ft 3?ito ft I 

5.1 dH l d fftcRR 4ft 419lfft41 nfhl 4 4F ft^41 441 ft fft? 4?H4>|4T Jftt 4 pl^l 4ft 44 tfftt 4^4 Pl^l 4ft 
4^ Tfsft 44 wfcl4?ol (3TR.3lt.ftt.) 4ft 4R4T ft 4fd 4ft 3lfft4fft4dT4 ft1 W4?Je4> 44R 4 fft44 *Jc4? ft? fft444 
4 4 t 4 ?Je41 ftftt44 ftftftt 4RTT4 ftl ft44 ft 4^.^. % Mlfeuft % ^4 3Jlft?T ft fftft^ R4 ft ftf*RT 4ft 
4^ fft4t4fc T4T 4k: 4Rft 4ft4 ft1 44.ftftftt.ftft FRT ffttfft 4T4ft ft fft4 44 4ftl fftl 4F ftf4T 3TT4lfftl ffttftfttkRT 
fftt <jft W44T 4R R44TT, ftt4?k ifttcl 4ftt ftftt 1 3RT: 44.ftt.ftt.ftt. 4ft ftftt44 % fcR 444Tfk tftftk 
4fftfft1^ ft fttto fftft^T 4ft 4# ^ftt 44 3TR.ftt.ftt4. 4ft 444T 4Rft 44 44T4?t fft41 441 ft I 

5.2 44.ftt.ftt.ftt. ft PlHfclRsId tft^ftt 44 3{ Id ft it? 4J44T4/44kt4RR ftft 44 3Tjft4 ftt fft4T 44T ft I 

(i) 4ft, 2000-2001 4ft ^cHT ft 4ft 2001-2002 cl4T 2002-2003 ft ^4 414 4ft *4T4 ft 
4444R fftl 414T414 MRft^4 T4 4r4 3T4fa ft R444 41414 44R 44 ftt 4ftt 4^4144 3114 ft 

314144? 3TRft 4?ftt ft? 4444 I 

(ii) VT4Tcf4 RFlcT 3lt4 41FTF4 ^fft^43ft 44 sftt41 I 

(iii) 34414 d4T fftftcl ftl feR 3TRlft4 4^N^e^? 44 Raft 4ft 3T14RI414T I 

6. ^ TTrRl ^TRT (44.ftt.ftt.ftt.) 4ft F4lft 4RH ft 4ft 4^ % fcR 3Tkfftrl> ^1444^t/44kt4RT4 

44^4 tft4? ft RtH 44 4TR fttft 44^4 ft :- 

(i) 4F 4tF4T4T 441 ft % F4lft 4t41 ekr ft? 3kftcl fft44t4 4ft 4ft ^ftt M4lfftid 4# ft! ^4T 
STTETlfk 4? I 44?141 ftvftt 44 4T4RR4 4141 4Rft ft? fcR 3Tfttftl4 344?^ 41^1 4Rft 4ft 3P]4fft 
4TcJ STTfklftt 494 41cJ 4lfft4lt 4ft 4^414 ^STT 44Teft 4ftt ftftt ft l 44lft fttft ftR 44 44444 
4444t 44Md 4fftffttft 44 fftfttf^Tcl ftftt 4ft 4tfft4lkTcT 4R fft41 ft! 

(ii) c4ft44 444t 44 444414 kR^ft 3lfft41 44444 4ft 4lfk fttftt ft, 314 3R4 M4lftt 4ft 3TR 

g^ft % cf^Rnr 414 Ft 4F1 ft I ^44fftl 44H^e4> 4ft 4lftt ftl 4444 ^4ft 4414 ^4141 ft 444ft 
c^iftf 3TT 4ft ft! 4F1 441 fft) .444t 4ft 4Rft ftl fcR 41444441 W dVldl (ftt^4 

fe Wv fe 44ft4) ^4ft4ftftltk^4k4ITff4^T44T4t 134!^ 4RR4 4ft 4Tfk 44 4414 
4ft4T I 134 ^ ^fk ft 4ft, 2002-2003 3it4 2003-2004 ft fttfftftt ft 4krf^T wft ft 
^441 3TT4 ft 4^ ft I vrieifch 4141414 4fft4t4T4T4 4ft, 2001 -2002 % 41414 ftt 4ftt I 

(iii) 44T.ftt.31R.44T. 44 444 414ft 4Tft 4>ft4lRft 4ft ^fft# ^ % ^ 

ft44 3fR ft?T4 ftl 44H4T ^4414 44 4lft 4144 fft44R ft ^Riffttn 4ftt fftl4T ^141 ft 

cpftff^ 4444 ^4414 441 4R ft ftt fft?41 4441 ft ! 

(iv) 'fft4t4 4 ^cft 4 ? iRr ftl 310144 44 JF ftl FRT 4ft 4ft ^T4Hfkft 4ft £4T4 ft 4^4R 49J1 ^TR4 % 
fftk44ft 4ft 31444T^t4 44TR ft lft%444t 44 4T1441 4Rft ftl 4ft4 44lft ftl fcT4 31T4T4-fft4t4 
4ft W3^c41 31R4-31R4 Raft 44 5R414 4frft R41 444 I 
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^*Bp BrTB ^TRT 


(i) FBp ft^d 3IE3RTT 3pB BBR % 3TBBTR P> BTB RBpBB BB SRRlfPd fpBJT I 
® BB.Pt.3TR.BR. 3ffc PdB RRtBB Bp fpRTB P B PP BB Pt RTRT WT 95% ?TT | 15% bP 
BRp BB Pt, dP <£Rp BrRt P BR PMt I 

(iii) RTTp B?T %BRR PnPRHd TJvift RTBd Bpf f I RT BTRp BB TRTRT B# BR Bp t I 3RB 
TrRt P 'STTBBB' % RTRR BB fpRT ptBT I RT ^ BR Bp f | B1HM BTBflBB JRdTB % B?P 
BH ?P 3Tf%R BRT PP I 

(iv) ?R BBdN % fcTB 3TR.3p.BP.p. BB Bpp * 16 cB^P BBTB Bpf p 3RT: ^BT BB RJTB B p I 

(V) RTdP % RdP P FBp '^T:BEJ?BRR 3pB BBT BB 'BRIBET Bpf fpRT p | ^trT BB 

RIFT B fpBT RTBI 

(vi) STREcT 3pB Plqld % foTB fPdtftd 3FxPpB cR ^fcieiRlB> P I ??P BR[P> BflSPB BB fcj ^K tpf 

RBTB P^ BFRT drfpBl 

(vii) RT BBBdt Pi Bid Bp 3TfpBRT Bpf BRp f1 RT BBpfM Bpf BRp 11 RT Bpp BBpB B# PP 
t I 3RT: PBBBB BB 3Tfto BBBBl Pnrfd Bp BpT BB? RlP ^ HiRIlfPd BRcft P1 

(Viii) fPpBft PfPfBB BBR-tTBTB P RTR Pt RBRT p I BBRJ Blfe BRc^P BR Pt BBBT P I 

i*4 B^BBB FTBBT q^TB BBPftTBBTB (^.^.B^-B.B.)/ ?^BB BEfe x*RB (3n^.BB.^t.)/^^TB 
3ffa> »P b^i'IRbi^ih 3ttb> $&4i (Bqj.qqj .qq>.B.RTp.) 

(i) BTBTBTB PR BI?T P 3TB: B^Bp Bt^ ^BB 3TBBT ^BRTTB BBt I 

(ii) BTR/BfR BBTTBf % BTBc^ $ B^t BT^BeTT^B 3TTf^ ^ B^T ^ ?tdT t BR^f 
^ BTcTTpRT B^t t I tB? BRE B5RBt % feR BpTm3ff BB ^ ^ B^f t PfR T-fT ^ 15% 
^ W0cT f Rt cT^j RBB B^T t I 

(iii) B27FJeB BB % BTB^ ^ PTpTBB % BBR-xRTB Tf RTB FtdT tl 3ET: 15% Bp 

BBf? 

(iv) SRTPb ^[Bcf BRB PrM BP B^TBT PP BP B^> Bd^gl l PtB> tl B^ B^f 
BBt BP PrRI BTBkH t I 

Briefer BKp)q foiRq« BcB> 3TTBRTBT 3ffa fpBfcTBT TTB (B-3TTf .Bef.4l.3n^ R.) 

BRf) Bp BTRT BB RBB t I RBfP> BxTB ^BRT P BB % BBBB B? 3TcBplB> 
PrP t I Bft Bp ^Bp BB? BBcP Bpt dt cBTBR BTBTBT Pt BTBkTT t I 

3pB BIBI-^BT, BtB-3TpT^?rf Bid (BB-B-BB.BBT.B.) 

(i) SETTBR PbP ^ HdT t I Sp^T BTT B^TTB ^eB^ BBBT ^?TBT B# t I 

(ii) P>Bel BTR Pt pBTT BBRp P Rt BB PI BrTB P Bgd 3lf^B> fPP?T fpTBT p 3pB fpR Pt Bpp 

^ Bpf jg.pl B*fi? 

(iii) TfPt RTP BB B Pt I BRJ BR fP?pBR fP>BT R7B dSTT Bpt# BfpP P BfcRBBf Bp EBTB 
P RBBR BcpB) % fcR 3TRB-3TRB Bp RTB I 



[rftiii—*3ps4] 


'HKd ^)T : '3Tfn^K ,J i 


R>£TO RlR<l cTHfR RSftfaR^R (’fft.TfTT.Tfer.Tf.) 

TOdlRld 15% R?t 3T^RRf$Td7 cTOT 'djfad HMRtRRI R^ #TO 11 ftrf§ToRT3?f gfk RRRft 
3fP? (y>^ ^0 Rft rciiri mil'll RTf%R l ?r Rb'tFl % tot d^l % <H$fcb RroRt f^R - rtr 
^KTHT I 

Mirofar Mr faro f*rft£? (TOT/fft.an^.) 

(i) 3>. ''fcftcT % Iel4 'fTOT ?jeR> RR Rpft RRS RR % 3TRK TO ^ %RcT *J*r4 TOTR RTR 4 

* W *$e*T 3TTRR TO ft j cRff ? 

(TO WT 4 TOTR R1RT cR R>RRT t % 1988 Rt RTOt, RST TO ^ RS ‘r£t RR* 
%■ 3TmN TO sft elf^H RPJR R>t Rp-blR*! TO RRt 'RRT *Je?T 3TTRTR TO RH 

fcRT Ml) 

*sr. M <?ft ^mi Rft to toM Mfar rM r#r i 

(ii) R>. RTORf % fcR ^r TORf R^ 3rR RTRT To t RRffo T£Rfi TOR ^TRf % 

RTRT TOKT R[faRTR R^t t i RST TO cRfaTR R^ ^ eT^RPTcT R# ?t TOnft 11 TOt 
ffe M ?t RTRnft t ? 

*R. ^KRvJTO RR M Rft RP5RT R^T TOT t I spf^ ^ wt 3T^t FTcR A R# t I RTRR 
% fcTR RT RBT RRj 1% cTTTOT % fclR ^RTT f^> RR.^ft.STT^. ^ RcfTRT % f^5 TOffTO 
RjftoR RTTOST R^t t I . 

^TRcftR Mer wiz^i g?T rRrtr (X^.3n^.^.3Tt.) 

(i) Rft ftRTRoi vTTOFS? # eft Mr RTOT^ 11 Repf R>, ^3R^f 31Wf RRt ? 

(ii) MWlftcl #T-^R R^ RM RRTM I McT R*R ?t RTTRRT I 

7.2 RT^tP ^RRI^ ^T, TOR RRf ^ M ^ fclRsld MRR TO^cT M RR 3TMcR f^aff rF) 
^RI^frT Rt R? ^ ^ 2R | ^ W ift R^ Rfc W^f\ RRRRT R2R TRT.^.3TR.iRT. TO 

arfcnjf^ rr> rr rt^ ^ to to ton rtr eft tot M 3 r^ 2000-2001 % fctR rtrt errro 
ftoRI 4 f^Xj TO 95% R^ ^eRT ^ 190% MI 

8. IRT RTR^ ^ ^^nft ^Rc|| 4 2 2002 R^t TOR ^RRT % #R A ^ I ^rW 

RJRRT^ ^ PlHfctRsId WRR %R RR :- 

Rt^ TOR 'RRT 

(i) MR RJeR> R^ 1991 ^t RRTtf^eT R^f t I 

(ii) 1997 A toR 'd^ft’RR % RRTOT RRT RR RRT % I dl^ TOt w BR RR> RR RR^ cR 
TORTR t I 

(jjj) TOR TORTO Rft ^ft RR ^RTR ^cR> R^ ^tfcT TO RR^ TOR ^TO cR c^ f^TRTOT R^t 11 ^ 
TOR 4, 3TR^t TOReRf RRT RR TOfRT TOt TO RR^f cR RRTRf RR R% t 1 
(iv) AI^R ; ftot Rft RR RRRT TOR ^RRT % 3Tf^TRTO ^ RTTO R^ RR t 3ftT R? R^T 
RT^ftR 3rf^R)TOT % TO5T cff%R t I 
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Xpr FTFT-TtFT HYtT 7TF (FF.F.FF.FH jt J 

(i) t> ^ % rrft i ffeet t f^r Ftft skt mfr Ft rtAfeA 7 ^ 

% 3tjrf FtFT rnffrz i 7F.tttt.ct. % jrejeR % rttr ^ ^ 

tpfcTR FrTF ?T2TT tf| 3ff7 FTFR 't-t FETFt FtReTT FrTF FfpF FF f | 

(ll) W*jeR t 3fk ^ T^tR, efe TO M *Rjaff % TURRET Ft FdfdH l fed Rttt I FT7FF t 
TF.tttt.^t. g'KI ft>TT) FTFTF Ft FFlt 3TRjR RkmI Ft 3HF>Rjd FRt tcj TpiejR& ET 

3TR7R FRFT ^rf^r | ttfr t RTjeR t R^t, T?t ^l^F ^7t TjfajR 3TftlR tt, Af^l 
T^d Ft cfR FRt 3TTft eTT^i Tlf^fcid Ft RTF I 

(iii) -R R? ^Pl^d Rt ft> 3TTF-Ftt MTEIdFl FfT 7TRTF TRTF ?JFR wt % sfFct 

RTfe 7TRR7T Ftt t I 


FF^ RTFF FR7T 7vrW TTTfrt^RTR (^.T^RtIRR.) 

(0 R? , i u ^ : TIRT ^tt ^ ft? Ft, 1991 7t Rtt TTRtFF Ftt t I cTRtR t 12 TJF cfR ^ ^ 
t cMT 3ER Rt 7EJ? R2RRR REft 3TFFTt REt % FF7R 7&TTF 7JTR 3 Ref: TfRtFF f^lfcT 
RT 7TFTFT F?7 7% t I Ref R7T RRfrf Ft 3TFFTFT RETT t tt FFTFt % Rjt JJcR t> 3TRT7 W 
^ tt TiR^ET Ft RTcft tl F7r[cT: WJRI Ft REfcT 3TF 7TFTET Ft Rpft Ft 1%7 
Ref Ft efPTcft FF TTFT3t Ft RTFct Tl Ftt TER F# FtrlT t I 

(ii) VF.tttt.ct. Rt T2TH ?JeR ^EFR ^t ^t ^f 3FRPft 3fftfR RTRTt 3TTRfe 

Ft I TTdcf: FR TEE? TRR ReR ^ ^ F# t Rlffo RTRTt RRR f^T TFT tl FR 

TRtf t RT.^t.xft.^t. Ft ttfcl 7R vTFTFTR t f^RRt RT^ R^TR c^t ar^EfcI ^] t 

f^TTT% FltRFRRfR RTRTt Ft RRT rA 11 

(iii) 5THR % ^TPT A tRR FIR t Rtt 3TTct tl R^TR RRT ttt %TeT HTFT RR FtcTT tl 

(iv) 3Tf?TR FFRTt RTRf^TT RTt % feR RF.et.tt.^t. Ft RFTR t RE Id FHltt AFT 5TFPT FRtt 
RfftF 3^7 vJTTt Rf?TR 7TR7F Hlf^l % vJFTF FRt El ft 7 I RRTR 7TR7F Mitt % f^R 7STR. 
?RR t RT FAFF Ftf RRTTFT FTl%7 I M7TT7#TR RT7 W Ft^F FftRR R7FT RlftR 
FRT FFT7TR 7T7RT7 Ft f>t 3ft7 7FTM YjeR t 3TmtFF % 1eR tf^cT R7FT RTft^ Rt ft? 
RFTFYFR 7R A RTF ^ FRTtFTA RRFt Ft t TfTf Ft RH R7 Ttt t I 

(v) vT% 3fqt tPlF Tcbel t 3TTRtRF FR% 3TRt RE id FR R7t t> MFITf R7t Elf^M I 

(Vi) XR.tt.tt.^t. FT7T RlMlftid 1%7t FFtFR t RFpftF Ft t FTFT %R % vT#t Ittef 
Rtrt A RE id 40% R‘F R7 tt tl tt ft>7 t 15% 7RTF RFR FFlt Ft R7T FFt FR 7t 

f? 

(vii) FF Fgd tt 31Rt FET t ft> RT.tt.tt.^t. ^TTT 3T^ vJMTF ft^t Et t ! t^t dMIFt % REJ 
Ftt MElelF 71 RTF Ft FT FFT RTFT Ft FT I 3ET: M^cR FF MTdM STTTSftET 77FT 
RTFT RTftF I 


RtFT ftrftF RTRF FTTtf^RTH (Tt^TTRcTR.) 

(i) FFRcTT RET ^ccf TTFtt RETcT TRJeR t FR% FFFtrtF tl Ft! RTJet Rpt 

FTf%7 I R7FF t MFJeR RT TIFF tt Rlt FEt #F Ft ^FFtF tt FtFT ET%7 I 

(ii) F1TFET 3ft7 RfFtf t 7RTF TJeR F7 7TFTF Fttt RlttF I 



[ MFT III—FF5 4] 
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FtaiR fWr/^Fe^f sfon ^rtfarjfH 

?? tof.FH.fft.f. cT^tt ff.Fft.FTOF. ftft czm> feRT ff frsR frt! 11 

9.1 Wgfi FffFT^ FF FT?fe Ft Ft 3PJFR tor FFT 2JT Irp FF FP$ 2000-01 FT 2003-04 % 

feR FF^3 ft if) 3RRTR FTRFF cJTT R)^qu| y^lRlcf FTCTRF % mRuIIHRFoF ^RlRtD 3TR F^ F?lft fF fee! 
cfR F^ % FfeT W*JeF FH^F! FF FF TOT FTOT ^RP 3TRT FF ft^efTO, «cffcp FF FFFFFR <jsf! 

ff FTfe cfca! % tttsj frrRtf ff 1997 A ^cH ftytRf % fffr *RR;ft RF (wn 
*feFR) FF frFFR FFTJcT FT^ I 

9.2 ife £RT T# F^ 3TfecP vdHHF'fl % FRJFR 3 ^Mcfl ^ PlMfcTfto FR ^ Rl9#lcT fel t > 

(i) TOnfficI FFt % 3TRR FF ctf 2001-02 % fepT 3TfcFfer 3TR 7.87 Frfe fe! fetl 
cR^3ft % SFfFTR 3TTFFft FFfe fcR FRRF fcRefTO FFTJcT F^f fel RT ^TM t FFTO 
qfe 3 fe FTc! FFTJ^FTR RTFR % Ffe FflTOTft fe FRF F# t j 

(ii) ■JTSnTJR? FF FF rR FTeft FF^3Tf if) feR Rwe) fe FFf cRT FRFr 3TR FTFsft 

f^Tc^ Tr T WHdd FT?f f^RT 'FT FTFFTT % FFffcp vRT% FTFT F? ^IIHFrl'ft ^Mef^T FT?f i? I FF ^F : 

feTT v?TcTT t frp FFReF 3TTFR FF FFTFFRFr FRF Ft! FF[eft % FTFT FF 

^TTFTR FFFFf FTFlfeTcT FrRf FlTO FfclfeRf BrRR fe 3 FeT F^! 11 FR ?JcF 3TRR FF 
ctf 2001-02 3 FtRFT Ft FTFT FfeF FRHSJcFl 'iM'M Tpf 2000-01 3 TOT FRRF Ft 
4FT STTt 

(iii) FF Mfc l fifS f % feR 2001-02 ^ ^efFP TOtJ 61.27 FRtF % F^TT FTf^P % RTM 

PR^cT ftrm W t p f^TeTJcJR FfR % feR FTOTOT ^ WT 524.26 

F?ltF FF #1 

(iv) ^cH RRfFR % FFTO arfcfRrP FR FF?ft f^RF F?Tk FF 1 1 

(v) f 4 2001-02 ^ ^TFF ^FT ^ 175% % F# (TRTfr3TRPRT) TORT F? T^P ft FR 
Ft^ FT^ ^3r Cfft F^WfR) % feR %FeT 15% F^I TOTTfcR % f^RF& RFT Ftl^TF) FiF ^ 
F>F FtFT I 

10. ?Ff HI He! F? F^ F^ FfsTRT % FlTR k! Ft Bid FTTFFFft Ft! RTFFFT % 3TTFR FH PlHfcHfecT f^rfcT 

F?F^ Fftft % :- 

(i) f!^ "^RF % FF FRTTF 3 vRTFt! 3TF^ Ftf^Ft ^ FTef F2TT FTeT FRK't F^ ^RFR fFeT 
Ft! 'vFF! FTof! FF^3f! FH T?IH FRFt FF ^ fFT-BeHFry 1 5 FfcRTcT Ft! FTF F^! F^ % I 
TR^ it£ F^FF ^ ^fT FRT FF FR-FR FfR RfT f^ RFF FRFFTFR! ^ 3TBF ?mRrF eTFFF 

11 f4 r! Rtrt hft ft l ftf rtf ^ fIr % % ftf ft4! stf^t ^! f?rft ^ ff 

FFfFT 3TTFR F^t ?! FFkTT 11 ?FT FlITOTO ^RT 3TFFR FF f^FTl%P TOeFr %RI FTP FF 
Ft?F FcfaTF ^ eTFJ PRJeFr % RTFFe! F!^ ^ Ft! Fife feel Ft! TT^SF FRFT tl 
3RRFT ^FcTI FTP %3TF Ft! F^ FTfftFTT Ff TRJeFr FfFT t\ 3T1TOPP F^! %, Ffe FR?f! 

FfR Ft cJc!hH PRJeFr TpF Tff ftPFT RT Fcpdl t I 

(ii) 3TfeTFT FFF!FFkT! 3T! % 3TTFTFF RrP F>f t f^> FB WF ^eF> ^ ?trff t f! 

Ft^ % RTFR A 3fR ^! FFff 3TR4! I fe ^ FF^ F!^ ^ FFF FR Ff FFF t 1% 

M>HdlBd feRF ?R % TO ^f TRTFt! FF 3TR FFt# FfTFl Ft! FF Ft! ^eTFT A FR fM 
^fcp FF^ Bfe FF^3f! FF FFJRP % FFTF! FF W cfef % fcR FRTR FF 3TRFF 
^T# f^pqr t ^TfeR ?FT FRF ^ RT ^ f!^ F^ ^ ^ ^ fl fe ^ FF^FR 
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ft> fto? mrR.mrmnj?. skt fan nrn ito to 5*5 srt arcft tot ton ftg 

WT? ^Tlft % fen? nan fan ton fan ft I 

(iii) nrn.3rrft.t.3ft. mr n? n£ fa wn *jc<*> nft gn: to^n m?ft ftg ftnt to % 

5Rxm ft nft ft 3Tnfafa faft, fto 3Tffan fti xjfa ftnft to % 3mft nfajn 

W^m ft WH ^ ^nto^Rfafafami ^T 5R^M fat fam ft- 1 

(iv) fafttmn.nR. nan ft ^T 3miR n?, fa fa % faf ^fxTTeR ^jfato m? fan 

ton ft, nwiftci tofam fa ton ft to fa ztwi fat % fafto % to ft fm fti 
tor n? vjeftm ton mrnr nmfto ft fa torn wra fto to to fttfanf ft f^r 
to nrto n^to n? nmmfem ntof ft fafam % fto? ft i^gtoto^n^to OTrm 
% torto?T nm mr ftmem ^qiey to n? ton ft, fftmfa ^jfanfa to snffftfanmn ft> 
to fam w ft nfn tor tor m fnn fti nrn ffanfa % a n^P i to^m % to in 
toi to mm ft Rmm to nan to mtot fa fa to, 2000 if ftfafan to n^ aft l 

to^ft mr ftmfem to to to nan to nnto fa fat nn fr 3T3^ct wton to 

ton mr Tj<t>\ ft i ^n fnffft to fto to £Tn nm jmnfan fttom ft to nan to n?tot 
to totofem tot tor tot mr m ntoton ton ton ft 1 

(v) s^jn tor m? eitnn 3rfaem ft ntfanf gm ftmftor nnto ft ft wniem 3rm ft fftmm 

tot ^ ffato to t to to; 2001-2002 ft 110.66 tofa, to, 2002-2003 ft wr 

96.21 toft? nan to, 2003-2004 ft r. 86.59 4 ?ft'? ft I ntot 4ldl4ld fqffHM to 
emnn n^f^^R^TminTfttortofttoto^nftfn fftfar to sm mm ?w 
ftonr ft to ton nfat ton ft nftoftn % nmm pn ft tot n^n Rmn ftftnrft ton? 
'wrm <p? rnn fen mftt n^to % wrm ft nnnr mim ft 1 far in? ; m^4w u i to 
arm ft nsmn ftto to nrgn ton nr? arm nmnem to totore fton mim ft 1 

(vi) fto fttft f^ ft nanfftn tom ft to nrto mn rrr#m ft mn m? ftt tom mft men 
'gnnm toft ftt.arR.nn. *jnnm ( ftnn ntomr, mn^t nan ftmn ^mto mtor tot fti ^r 
'mmernf mr wrftn nnnm rnnr to, 2002-2003 ft nwr 28% nan 2003-2004 ft 
50% ft 1 nto toff nan tofftn to, totoftto ntom nan wrm nnfftto to to^ttod ftto 
r totorft totonr to tortom nr torn mn? nt rnni ftoft wnn; n? rnnrftt l ftoer 
nmem mnm mm ftoft to mm ft r^fr ftto to ft Rrm^em ntof ft 1 5% 

<m nrnm torn fti w mm ftft tor ft to ftto to ^ qiP> iPn 4 > tomto m? 15% to 
7 jfto tofftn nRnr rnnnr ft 1 

(vii) wrz tom eiMid mm Itoto ^ tom nfftfftfft ^ fto ^gton fartfto ftto nan mn 
r ftn tomR %> fafn ftoftmn ftf w rnnrnm tot ftt Ttrnnr ft 1 fa? ftt P r ?itf^d ftto 
to wrr % fa? ftto Trm nra mn 3mm? m? ffatom to mm ft nto rn? nn 
ftoferfto ft^nn mto % fa? mm ft 1 3rm rnnett ft ntormmT ft ftnft to f?n to 
tomr ftore tofto % fa? ftt ftotfan ftto fttot f^to nr^n mto to Rerm ftt fti ^a% 
nfnfan tonm nmft ft 3mft fer mm to mr^n mto mnn nmim mtot tomm nfftfto 
ftf ftto nvm mm ft mrnmmr ftto nan ^tom fftfttfan ftto n? fan? nftf fam ft 1 ?rrft 
mn ft wj mRftt ftmem tofto ft> fen? r. 24.51 enm to d4?mnr» ^ i h^m fto 
^nrto ft 1 nm iRfn fto? m? 3nmftt to mfto tom ft mtotfan mto to mm nrn nt ftto 
mfm mm ft tonm nrm ft> fto? fa? ft mTwmr ftto f^rtft nr^n to to 
^rftotor ftf ^ftnn nftt fti mn 3rfator ntot nmft to 3rfar mfto m? to mto ft nn ^n 
torfftfft ftf 3rft%n mrnmm ftto mr nnmmT fft Rn ft ntotom ton nftt ton ft I ^fa 
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3l1cf^TT> 43^ fftR Tpr [ftftRrid ijftt PTlWePT 43 Mfxl4)d ^ 444T 3149f) 3T?jf^7n 4d)4T ft 

WH ft 31. 3676/- dm 4ft HI44lfeid fft ftfcid f3ft w 2697.94 dm 44 
3TR.3ft.^ft.sj. HUd fft)4T ftl 461 3T4dlft ft tpj fftdft dRicflq 4ft 31)3 3lft)4 43ft 44 
?7T4T dftf ft I $w\ d^il ftjcjel WH mRT 4ft ^31 4Tfft43R ftl 3TFfft fft*43lftt4 dFT4 
4144>dd 3R^cT 43ft 4ft ftftt34T 44T41 ft I 

(Viii) ^4ft 4xT4 gRT 433J4 HI 44) eld 43 dmlftcT dF14 fft43R 4ft nRRl^d, | ft> d4 ft 31dR ft, 43 
?4ft fftxTR %4T I 43rfft 4xH 3TT3T 4ft 3TR.3ft.^.3ft. W4T ft ft fft3 ft) ?dft 

fft^TTd 44ldd ^TTST f^TfcT % H^ddl 3mftfftcT dfti fftdT ft I 

(ix) ?3T dfdfftRl ft v3cH3 fftdTd H4leN 4I7T 4 tH RTRf 4ft dlxiR l fft ftt % WJ 

4frl 4 R 4 PT 4416 4ft 3ft3 3lftl4 43cft ft I ^d fftdT43 4 tH % feR 34jft 4fft qRd l d ^3T 
<5jU ' s * |: H'tdiq 44 *414 dftt ft I 4rFf 3JT3T ft 4?ft ftt 311*41374 fft4T 94 fft) 4 ^ 

fft3^cT 43414 433J4 4ft4T 43^ 43lft ?Td ftt ft ftdd d 6 ld 3149ft 44Tft % 3mt44 ft^ 44 ? 
43dT4 433J4 fft)4l ft I ^3lft 4F dfftsiid ftlrTT ft fftl 43Je4) 4ft ftRxfd 3TfttdT ft fftfftsl dFTd 
deft) 44 p|4>d ft fftftq 3H4 ft fftfftw qfftfftfftft) % 494 vjqfftiqftf ftl IftPlftivrH ftl 3144 ft 
dm 43ft 44 3T43R 4T4T ft)4T ftl 314: ft4ft 4xH RRT 4ft 3TdTF ^ dTcft ft fftl 4? qfftm ft 
ftftt 33343T: 4^dd 3TfttdT 4mfft 4 3T44R 4^4 4xH ftl feR ^d fftdT43 43Jc4> 4 ft 
fft3xRT 3TfttdT 4ft I 

(X) 4ft4H 3STFT^c4T ft 42TPJdT 43 ft 44l 43 38TH^df) 44 3J4W<q 3f ftft1ft?[ ftl 

^ 4 ft 44 nft 3 ft ft 3 ^TFT?Je 4 > 44 444 R 4 3 T 4 T 4 3 TT 4 R 43 ft 4 ft 4 T 4 4 ft ft I 4914 ftm 

Mel FtcTT ft fft) 4 F 4914 Jc 4 3 T 4 T 4 H ft> feR 3 lf^ 4 > 444 , 4 ) ft 31444 ftl 4 fpf 4 R 44 
^ H 6 u I 4 ft 4 dft ft ft 44 d®l 4 RTft 4 ft ft 4 T ft) fcR 3 Je 4 4 ft 43 jftt 4 dft ft l ft 34 fttft ft 
vJ 4 d 4 T 4 RTft 4 ft ft 4 T dT 4 d 44 R d 4 lft ft^ 44 ft 3 TT 4 R 4 ? 354 ^ 4 ) ft 3 T 4 cft ft I 43 ^ 44 ft 
4 T 4 fe! 4 T 44 T ft fft) 3944 ^d 4 3 T 4 T 4 31443 43 d 4 lft 4 ft 4 Jd 3 TT 4 43 ft 44 ^1 ft^Td ft 4 ft 
4 d 4 4431 44 ) ft 3 ftfftcT dft ft 4^4 3 lft 4 ft 4 rT 4 t ^ 314 ft 3 TftdT d 3 ft 4 lfft[ I ^31 
3 lftdT ft) ftft 44 ft 4 ft 4 tT 4 mT 31 43 dPJ 4^414 44 R 3 TT 4 Tft dlft 31441 ftftd ft 4 T I 

ftefft 4xT4 R431 ft 4914Jdl 43Jd4 43 ft 15% 4ft d3ft 4ft ^4 4ft ft I 43 
ft.3ft.444R. ft 3TiqfxT 4ft ftl 43^3ft ft) ^44 ft nRq^d 441 fftftftt IftPldH 43 ft 44R-44T4 
ft) 443R 341 *19J,c4) 43 4ft 44R44 43 fftftfftd 4)3ft 43 4xH 4ft 444 fttft 4lft 344: 3RT34 
3149ft ftt,3ft .34.3.3. 44 4ft) 3ftftf43 4dft 434 ft I 43ft 3144 44 ftl 4T4T dR fft) 34 R^e4) 
43 44PJe4 fttft ft) 443R 31d34 ft 344: 4xH 4ft 441d4 dT44 ft ft) 

31^414 ft 4# ftt 31444 ftl 4F ft) 94H ftft 434 ft fft? 4F 4lf^4Rd fftPlH4 43 fft x fdd)' ft) 
443R 4Td3 dtft4lfft4 H4Je4) 44l ft 344 34434 ft d444 2% dl^PJdR 44 fft^R 4R4I 
ftl ftlft dfrlRd) 344 44 344434 ^4ft 344 RRT ft 3T3ft 4^414 33414 ft 4# t%41 ftl 
43^413 34434 43^4 4dft 494 43^3ft fftnft? fcR 39TT43Jc4) 494334 

ift34T dl4T ft, ft 444 34434 44 H1W44 ftft ft 34lftt 3T314ft4T RTf) 4ft ftl ^4 af3ft ft) 
31414 ft F4 43^3lft 43 39343Jdf) 49TPJe4 311413 43 fftq dlft ft) 4434 34434 ft 344: 
3lf?4je44 44 4fft4 3TTdd4 d3ft ft 31314ft ft | ^31 31^44 43 94T4 ,fft4 fft4T ^31 4T4 ft 
^443 4# fftmT dT 31444 ft Ift) 43Jdl) 49TPJe4 43 Rmtfftl fttft ft) 4434 ftft ^34 ft) 
34434 ft 344: 3ft£|^<4H ft dR4 ftl ftd ftft 43 fftftft) fftfft44 43 ft 443-4414 2% 
ftftcft 494 3jft3T4 4^134ftfxl 343 5% ftftlft ft 31494 3TT4T4) ft) ^44 ft c[f^ 4ft E4H ft 
33443 334 433J3l) 43 1 5% 4ft <jf9xl ft) fftd94 491T*Je4 43 Rl4)Rd 391T43Jc4) 43 ft ^f9^ 
8% dep fftftfft4 434T 4454) ftdl 
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(xi) cfl FcfaTP WP?JeR 3T^xf| 4 3TRTTP cTSJT f^rfcl % feTF 3EpftF 

^ 11 F^t RR1R Prg?F WTt <f> FTFet 3 % q RHP l d F? F>t 

^Rn3TTcT F^ #| RF F? ^ PFTFT W Ft Ft^ % TJR MR FF % feR 3ftRT 

anYap^T rtp fcfRT pan RfFTP T^plct F^t ftcj f>t arjrtP fcfRT I pTFt ff *fr fftft f% 

t^TT ^q*eft"RXu| Ft FFT Ft f%Ffp F^t Rp} PTeft Rfgsft *R Ffcl<£d 5PTTF F^ryy j 
FF ’ft p4> ft FT R*?fF 4pR FF f^RltcT PFRTt F>t 3TRRaF P# PRFT t 3ft? FTTfcR 
ft^ft F>t FP ftFP PTRt Tt FPP FP ftpfp FldlRd P%FT I 3T?FftR f%pfp p>RFt ^ SHR^d 
RT^ % PFTF % RF 3 3RfttF FP Rt FPTF Mp4 TRtfft 4ft £FF % SpJ^tP p4 ERP ^ 
R3PR FF FrftpRR 4ft £FP 4 3TTFIP FFT ftpfp FP RPlflP ^IM^eR F>t Rd'FH 
FSpfo FTeJ Wt % feR FffT 11 

(xii) FF RH 44 FftT t % ^ 4ft £FF 4 FTFTFTP f 4 3HR^d RR4 FFT RFTFt 4 Rpftt 

R - ^ % pft PFTFt f 4 RHRlil 11 ^ 4ft F^F FF 3TT5TT 4t PRFT t f% dMFftRdftrt 

Rt ft4t ft pftRR 4FTRt 4 ft efTFF 4 pftt FTTFft I 4ft £RT FPTft ft RH 

ftft4 4 ftft.pF.p.F. p4 ?TTFF J lddRF41 Ft ft tl ^ Tt^ ^ FNT f^lf^R: cTPTF 4 
P> rft TrFT wftPTKTf^ft ^ ^ef eTETF 11 F^ipRT ^tm^ft ^t ^ ^ PTRR PFFT eTTPcT 4 
TF^ 5RftcT F# Ftcft 11 

11. MR u IH'Pf'R I T ) 3fl7 Wjrf) FFPTt cf^t FRF Tt, 3fk ^ FdlPlFVl ^ W FTReFTF ReT cTSTT W ^cTTfI f 
4- 3felTFT FTR ^ FXFTF F>t £TRT I % 3T?ftF WF?JcF> cR 15% F^t FRrTT tl 

31'^xft cfft FF TRRT 1 3 Rap 14, Rt WF^eR RT ‘^plRTF F2IPJeF R3f FR^ t, ^ f^R 8% cTR F^t 

F^ 11 RTRtta WF^JeR 31^41 TRRf^ I I $ RF ^ PeFF 11 

1 2. pRftte Fn 3Tl4R ^ FRF % RRRF 4 Rf^pIF Ft4 % 15 ftp RF Tt RPJ #tt I 


3To c^o affpKFR, 

[P° Rt^iiH-i/III/IV/143/02-OTOI«fIM] 



[ MPT III— W*S4l 


'TRcT ^>T 


tftfW - I 


^ 5^ 'tft «n $ ?«ci farr ITT 7^ *6NM) % fair ^TFTtT ftraT&T 

(nrer TJtmf ^) 


wm; to'ui 

1999-2000 

2000-01 

2001-02 

ftRT wftdfta fefv^ 
2002-03 2003-04 

I. TRIIHH 3mqr 

i) ^TFrnt TCR 7RFT W$1 

7085.45 

6070.02 

5283.03 

5265.50 

4738.95 

ii)3TR 3TR 

11219.13 

8101.70 

5782.63 

4355.37 

3919.83 

HtlW-i 3TR (1) 

18304.58 

14171.72 

11065.66 

9620.87 

8658.78 

II. HFTrT 

O^leH^FTfr 

9375.99 

10792.28 

9352.08 

10001.11 

10695.19 

n) TIRRI 

2534.76 

2847.45 

1821.32 

1821.32 

1821.32 

111) 

355.83 

459.22 

498.19 

500.66 

500.66 

fef TT5IWH (TPTrT (II) 

12266.58 

14098.95 11671.59 12323.09 

13017.17 

III. IMIMH 3Tfsr^N/WT (i-ii) 

6038.00 

72.77 

-605.93 

-2702.22 

-4358.39 

iv. fto tr fefor ^ 

(^4°Tt *R ®dM s>l$cr><) 

4771.46 

6791.63 

11901.37 

.9237.16 

9461.24 

V. tqpien PR TR ^RRT 

dH<1 <ST^ 

4280.68 

4765.21 

4174.65 

4464.37 

4774.20 

VI. T^T 3Tfyy)d/WT (III-IV-V) 

-3014.14 

-114.07 

-16681.95 

-16403.75 

-18593.83 

vii. ^fr tr 

VIII. Mfad 

-- 

- 

3676.00 

3676.00 

3676.00 

IX .HdlPdd ^ 

@ 18.5 % (12.5 + 3+3) 



2697.94 

2697.94 

2697.94 

X. RR TTcj ^FRqt % Tpr 37f^W/R^: 


-19379.89 - 

19101.69 - 

21291.77 

xi. ^ntr ^TfT% (i) 0 ) 



366.8% 

-362.8% ■ 

449.3% 


-lie : 

^ cRT 3TR.3^.#.t [s£. (viii) sfft (ix) ^ ^ % 3T^R 3T^T 3> to 11 (viii)x^ 

^K u l! % frUI fdHl 3TT?f^H % ^ dM Id fcicKUl Tlf&#T?T feRT Rtf ^ I 
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U 

^ ^ 3*7 % vrfT atf araftnr «nrr -1 *f ^ to ar 

3ra? *tnr 3 whr^ 

[f» 3Tj^ -1 % 3TrntrT 'HKalM Wl % WT rPTF Trim % *7trR RRT % 3TF7RT *JT MfT 47 R WT 
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•• 
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vi) 
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31 
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RW ttfT fqq<m 


TWIT fa 3TRJTT 


3? fa) 

3TFTTrT ffafarT 


10. 


11. 

fovfrfccb TM (ifrf^T T H^3T % TTTfa) 


rl*TT fat WlfaT 

12. 

TRR, (far) rWT T|K^> far 

13. 

fatFT rWT '^trT ^1^ l^trg 

14. 

m\ fat #^t) 

zfafa (ct&te.«J>d fa 3T^TM 3R*r 




7=r 3.45 3.45 

Z^T 64.45 58.65 

fa€T#R 27.60 16.10 

fatsnftrqi W[ TRifaffa 
0.54% 0.12% 

Wjfa #3Tliw 'FT TRifatfa ^ft 

0.22 % 0.12% 


fate : 


(0 3hPc1M c5m 4I j [ fat e>tsq>< <i4<ch % TIM % 3TcTfacf q'il'jxi tfVn I 

(ii) % tcTR^ fate WH$\, 4TR, fa5R cRJT ^T<b fa ^Mt fat WRcT fa^ 

3Mcj^ch fazR fa feT? WT ^ offalT I 


(H) SJRT-1 fa TTPTRI fate fa farm 5, 8 x?fa 11 fat f^RJR PlHI^HN ffa*rr W t :- 

5. ^fa *R \JcTffa vTlfa TTcfa *£cRTR\ f^WTe^ cRTT ^eM^tld ^jfat cRt fa 

[fad fat ctsjt mwm srt ^rtet % ffateter *i ifcrfat/ijfatet 

§RT faft cR^fat % fa? fafatelfaf fa *UMMI wfa? I fa^TT 

3Rfa TR TORUd WR> 3Rffat vjflRsIH cRIT HFRT *R ^^ifafa I ^7Tfa ^faRiD 
vJ^T *R ifafa fafa^ ^.575/- cfj[ JRR cFt^n I 


8. cfjRrfr TTRTFvRR : 

*nfa fa dH i d^ i fa *rmfa fa ^.103.50 5rfcr fa) ^ *r w ^nfa fa 
^Mid^^ i % *rmfa fa 43.70 ^rfcr fa) <sr *r w z^f> cfaten ctot ^fa fa^r 
TpRfa *R 3TT*n?T «TRT % 11 fa) % ^ (4) % 3TJ>FTR fa^T ?faf) fafal I 

11 . fatel 3tRlP|ilH 1 962 fat ?TRT 49 fa facpfar ^fa fa ^TTfa TTc) ^bRfat *R fafa 
^n. 43.70 fal <?T fa W cfafaTTI 73Tcfa fa^T fa fa? ^RT 11 fa) 3TRTRT fa 
^ (4) fa 3T^TR fcfal ^ cffan I , 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJORPORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 27th February, 2003 


No. TAMP/101/2001-MBPT. —In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 48 of the Major Port Trusts Act, 
1963 (3 8 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby approves the proposal of the Mumbai Port Trust (MBPT) for 
revision of wharfage charges levied under Section-I of its Dock Scale of Rates as in the Order appended hereto. 
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Tariff Authority for Major Ports 

Case No. TAMP/101/2001 - MBPT 


The Mumbai Port Trust (MBPT) 


Applicant 


ORDER 

(Passed on this 4th day of February 2003) 


This case relates to a proposal received from the Mumbai Port Trust (MBPT) for 
revision of wharfage charges levied under Section-I of its Dock Scale of Rates. 


2.1. In its proposal, the MBPT has proposed to revise wharfage rates under Section-I of 
Dock Scale Rates by 15% except for the POL and POL products. It has not proposed any 
modification in the existing conditionalities except increasing the existing rates by 15%. 

2.2. The MBPT has made the following main points in its proposal: 

(i). The wharfage charges leviable at the Docks were last approved by the Central 
Government with effect from 1 October 1991. 


(ii). There has been no increase in the wharfage rates for the last ten years despite the 
order of the Government to revise the tariffs every three years. On the other hand, 
the expenditure has increased manifold; and, there has also been wage revision 
during this period. 


(iii) . The cost statement of the general cargo handling activity at the docks show a deficit 

of 62% for the year 1999-2000. Despite the fact that rates for this activity needs to 
revised upwards by 62% to make the service self supporting, it is proposed to revise 
the wharfage rates just by 15%. The wharfage rates of POL and POL products are, 
however, not proposed to be revised. The proposed increase will cover the deficit 
only partially and bring in an additional income of about Rs. 10 crore. 

(iv) . The rates proposed by the MBPT for most commodities are comparatively lower 

than the existing rates at the other neighboring ports viz. Jawaharlal Nehru Port 
Trust (JNPT), Kandla Port Trust (KPT) and New Mangalore Port Trust (NMPT). 

2.3. The proposal for revision of wharfage rate was re-considered by the Board of 

Trustees of the MBPT on 9 October 2001 when it was pointed out that even with the proposed 
increase the wharfage rate would be lower than the tariffs at neighboring ports; and, hence it would 
not have much impact on the traffic. The instant proposal for 15% upward revision in the wharfage 
rate was approved by the Board of Trustees of the MBPT on 9 October 2001. 


3. In accordance with the consultative procedure adopted, a copy of the MBPT 

proposal was circulated among various port users / representative bodies of port users for their 
comments. The comments received from them are summarised below: 


The Container Shipping Lines Association (India) (CSLA) 

(i) . The traffic handled by the MBPT is declining due to poor cost effectiveness, lack of 

infrastructure, poor industrial relations, unnecessary complicated documentary 
procedures and poor geographical location. 

(ii) . Failure by the port to address these fundamental issues has resulted in continuous 

loss of business and poor financial performance. The proposed increase in the 
wharfage rates will result in further loss of traffic as there is no commensurate value 
for money. 

(iii) . The MBPT has not indicated any steps towards improving the services, controlling 

the internal cost etc., to justify the increase proposed. The TAMP is supposed to 
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introduce cost and service which are competitive as compared to the other Indian 
ports. This proposal does not meet these fundamental criteria; and, therefore, 
should be disallowed. 

The Bombay Custom House Agents* Association (BCHAA) 

(i) . The factors which deter the trade from patronising the Mumbai Port are high 

handling cost of the port as compared to the facilities offered, inadequate container 
equipment, excess recovery of Terminal Handling Charges (THC), constant 
difficulties faced with the stevedores and their labourers and the constant demand 
for full payment of Octroi Duty eventhough cargo is not consumed in Mumbai. 

(ii) . With the proposed increase in the wharfage rates only a small percentage of trade 

will be left with the Mumbai port. The JNPT has constructed a shallow berth; for 
break-bulk cargo. As a result, ships calling at the Mumbai port may be inclined to 
divert to the JNPT which will result in further flight of cargo from the Mumbai Port. 

(jjj). The MBPT has not made investment in developing berths by installing modern 
equipments for the past ten years. The wharfage charges are, however, recovered 
based on advalorem basis for various commodities which automatically increase 
more than 15% every year due to increase in value of the cargo. Hence, there is no 
justification for seeking 15% upward revision in the wharfage rates. 

fiv). The wharfage rate for item numbers 1 to 12, are basically import consignments, 
which are handled in large quantities and hence levied on Per Metric Ton (PMT) 
basis. The increase of 15% proposed for these items though not justifiable could be 
increased upto 10%. The wharfage rate for item numbers 13 and 14 should, 
however, not be revised; and, must be retained at the existing advalorem rates. 

The Shipping Corporation of India (SCI) 

(i) . The comparative statement furnished by the MBPT shows that wharfage charges 

proposed by the port are lower than the existing rates at the other adjoining ports 
viz. JNPT,.KPT and NMPT. 

(ii) . The Government of India has directed that the tariffs must be revised periodically 

once in 3 years. The MBPT ha's, however, not revised the rates since 1 October 
1991, thereby, leading to deficit in all major services. 

(iii) . In view of the above, the instant proposal to revise the wharfage rates by 15% 

appears to be quite reasonable as compared to the higher rates existing at the other 
adjoining ports. 

The Federation Of Indian Export Organisation (F1EO) 

(i) . A steep increase in wharfage rates in respect of some commodities due to 

regrouping from existing fourteen wharfage items to ten may be stalled at the 
present due to slowdown in exports. 

(ii). The deficit of 62% for the general cargo handled at the docks for the year 1999- 
2000 is substantial; and, cannot be passed on to trade. The deficit needs to be 
curtailed by careful restructuring. The proposed increase of 15% in the wharfage 
rates may, therefore, not be implemented at this stage. 

All India Liquid Bulk Importer and Exporters Association (AILBIEA) 

(j) . Although the traffic of liquid bulk cargo in all the major ports increased substantially 

from 81 3 MT in the year 1993-94 to 129.3 MT in the year 1999-2000, the same 
decreased in Mumbai from 26.1 MT to 14.4 MT for corresponding years in view of 
higher port dues levied by the MBPT. 

I 
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(ii) . There is a reasonable consistent income for the MBPT at present through liquid 

bulk operations, despite limited facilities and infrastructure, and high port dues 
(compared to other ports). Any further increase in the port dues / charges will be 
detrimental to the progress of the port. 

(iii) . In view of the above facts, the instant proposal for revision of wharfage charges 

should be dropped. In fact, wharfage charges should be reduced taking into 
consideration the competition from the nearby ports. 

4. The comments received from the various port users were sent to the MBPT as 

feedback information. The MBPT has made the following main observations with reference to the 
comments of the BCHAA and AILBIEA: 

(i) . The reasons given by the BCHAA and the ALBIEA are not the sole reasons for 

overall decline in the traffic. The port related charges at Mumbai port are not very 
high as compared to the other ports; but, the other related charges such as Octroi, 
stevedoring charges, etc., are the factors responsible for high cost at the Mumbai 
port. 

(ii) . The matter about recovery of Octroi charges was taken up with the Municipal 

Authority and this procedure' has been streamlined and simplified to the maximum 
extent possible. Further, various steps have been taken to reduce the cost of 
handling like allowing additional free days. 

(iii) . The stevedoring of containers is undertaken by private agencies and hence inspite 

of having fixed ceiling rates for stevedoring and transportation of containers the 
hardships faced by the trade could not be solved. It contemplates to undertake 
stevedoring work in near future to increase the efficiency and reduce the 
stevedoring cost. 

(iv) . The BCHAA’s contention that it does not have adequate container equipment is not 

correct. Two numbers of Quayside Gantry Cranes and three numbers of Rubber 
Tyred Gantry Cranes are intended to be installed at the container terminal. Apart 
from this, it has already installed eight numbers of 10 Ton capacity wharf cranes at 
the Indira Dock during 2001-02. 

(v) . The general cargo handling activity at the Docks shows a deficit of 95% in the year 

2000-01 (over the total income) without considering the expenditure of wage 
arrears and compensation under SVRS. Considering the huge deficit, the proposed 
increase of 15% and that too after a time gap of eleven years is minimal. This 
increase can be absorbed by the trade and will not have adverse impact on the 
traffic at the Mumbai Port. That being so, the BCHAA's recommendation to restrict 
the increase to 10% is not acceptable. 

(vi) . The wharfage charges on edible oil is proposed to be increased just by 15% from 

Rs.24/- to Rs.27.60 per tonne. The wharfage charges presently levied by adjoining 
ports on edible oil are more than the proposed wharfage rate. 

5.1. On a preliminary scrutiny of the cost statements, it was observed that there are 

many discrepancies in the computation of the working capital, and capital employed and Return on 
Capital Employed (ROCE). It is noteworthy that such discrepancies were categorically pointed out 
in this Authority’s Orders of the MBPT relating to the proposal for fixation of wharfage charges and 
Pier Dues and also in the case of revision of Port dues. The argument of the MBPT given, in the 
earlier casesthat it cannot compute service-wise capital employed does not appear to be acceptable. 
The MBPT was, therefore, advised to compute ROCE on the capital employed relevant to the 
specific activity proposed for revision. 
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5.2. The MBPT was also requested to furnish additional information / clarification on the 

following main points: 


(i). The reasons for a sudden reduction in operating income for the years 2001-02 and 
2002-03 as compared to 2000-01 in the light of the fact that the traffic projections 
have remained more or less at the same level for the corresponding years. 


(ii) . Break-up of operating cost and general facilities. 

(iii) . The need to continue with differential wharfage rates for imports and exports. 

6. , The MBPT has furnished the additional information/ clarification in response to the 

queries raised by us which are summarised below: 


(i) . It has reiterated that it does not work our service-wise capital employed. The 

present accounting system of current assets and current liabilities does not permit 
capturing the data required for arriving at the service-wise working capital. It has 
apportioned the capital employed to the general cargo handling activity based on a 
rough estimation. 

(ii) . The traffic of containerised cargo which is high revenue earning commodity is 

decreasing due to diversion of container traffic to other ports. At the same time 
more of bulk cargo is coming at MBPT which are subject to low wharfage charges. 
Moreover, volume discount scheme for cargo handling have been introduced which 
if continued shall have an impact on revenue earnings. In view of the above, there is 
reduction in the income from cargo handled at the docks for the years 2002-03 and 
2003-04 though the traffic projections are same as the 2001-02 traffic. 

(iii) . The expenses incurred towards payment of arrears of salary, wages and pension 

due to wage revision and compensation to the employees opted for SVRS have not 
been considered in the cost statement as they are one time payment. 

(iv) . The differential wharfage rates for imports and exports are proposed to be 

continued to enable the exporters of India to face competition in the international 
market and in light of the recommendations made by the study group for ‘Export 
Facilitation’. 


7.1. A joint hearing in this case was held on 15 May 2002 at the MBPT. At the joint 

hearing, the following submissions were made: 


The Mumbai Port Trust 


(i) . We have proposed revision after a long gap; and, after a detailed study. 

(ii) . Even without taking into account the cost of SVRS and wage revision our deficit 

was 95%. Even with the 15% increase the rates will still be lower than the other 
ports. 

(iii) . We do not have cost centrewise Capital Employed (CE). We are not trying to avoid. 

Other ports may have done on an ‘allocation* basis. We are at it. Before the general 
revision proposal we will finalise. 

(iv) . ROCE for this proposal is not likely to have any significant impact; and, hence 

please ignore. 

(v) . We have not done ‘regrouping’ and 'impact* thereof in the context of this case. 

Please ignore. 

(vi) . Prescribing differential rates for import and export is historical. We need time to 

examine and give a considered response. 
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(vii). For export cargo we do not take custody. We do not become ‘bailee’. We do not 
give any receipts. Hence, a lower rate encourages more export cargo to come to us. 

(viii). Foreign exchange fluctuation may have benefit; but, annually the wage burden also 
goes up. 

B ombay Custom House Agents’ Association (BCHAA)/lndian Merchant’s Chamber 
MC)/Federation of Freight Forwarders’ Association of IndiafFFFAH 

(i) . The traffic is declining. Why should the MBPT shoot itself in its leg? 

(ii) „ In case of POL/POL products there is lot of expenditure in new pipelines, etc; but, 

no increase is proposed. For break-bulk cargo there is no expenditure on facilities, 
still they want a 15% hike which is irrational. 

(iii) . In case of advalorem rates, foreign exchange fluctuation gives automatic benefit. 

Why increase by another 15%? 

uv). Differential rates is just a psychological satisfaction of promoting exports. The 
MBPT can merge the two rates. 

All India Liquid Bulk Importer and Exporters Association (AILBIEAI 

Liquid bulk quantity has increased everywhere. In the MBPT it has drastically decfined 
because of high rates. If the rates are increased further, the traffic may vanish. 

Mumbai and Nhava-Sheva Ship-Agents’ Association (MANSAI 

(i) . The traffic is distressingly declining. A minor increase in wharfage is not going to 

matter very much. 

(ii) . POL is the only cargo that is increasing. The port has made heavy investments and 

still no increase. Why? 

(iii) . Let there be no across-the-board hike. Analyse commodity-wise; and, increase 

separately for each with respect to competition from nearby ports. 

The Container Shipping Lines Association fCSLAI 

The 15% hike proposed is a short-sighted and narrow-view. Basic infirmities and deep- 
seated issues have to be addressed. We are not in favour of any increase since it will only 
result in further diversion of cargo. 


The Shipping Corporation of India Limited (SCI) 


(i). (a). The wharfage rate for ‘Steel’ everywhere else is prescribed on a ‘per tonne’ 

basis. Only the MBPT has it on ‘ad valorm’ basis. Why? 

(In this context the MBPT says that prior to 1988, it was also on a ‘per 
tonne’ basis; but, based on the Directing Group’s recommendation it was 
shifted to ‘advalorem’ basis) 


(b). The TAMP should prescribe a uniform system of unit of levy.* 

(ii). (a). For other cargoes we have to move to other ports as enough facilities are 

not available at the MBPT. Even the existing rates cannot be justified. How 
can there be an increase? 


(b). Forklifts and cranes are very few in number. Many are not in good 
condition. Adequate facilities are not available to the trade. 
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Federation of Indian Export Organisations (FIEO) 

(i) . Exports are important if concessions are available. Let them continue, why disturb? 

(ii) . The proposed hike will increase transaction costs. It will kill exports 

7.2. At the joint hearing, the MBPT had furnished further written submissions reiterating 

most of the points given by it earlier. In addition, it has stated that if the one-time expenditure on 
account of wage arrears and compensation on SVRS is considered the deficit in this service shall be 
190% for the year 2000-01 as against 95% depicted in the cost statement. 

8. A second joint hearing was held in this case on 2 December 2002 at the MBPT 

Premises. At the joint hearing, the following submissions were made: 


The Mumbai Port Trust 


(i) . Wharfage rates are not revised since 1991. 

(ii) . It was due to pay revision since 1997, the deficit has widened. The proposal is to 

bridge deficit to some extent. 

(iii) . The MBPT has no control over the State Government’s policy on Octroi and Stamp 

duty. In respect of this we are trying to solve the problem by using our good offices. 

(iv) . Reducing the manning scale is beyond the jurisdiction of MBPT and this issue is 

pending before a National Tribunal. 

Mumbai and Nhava- Sheva Ship Agents Association (MANSA) 

(i) . The increasing tariff would retrograde traffic. In fact tariff should be in tune with the 

definite services port provides. Actually, due to high tariff at the MBPT, raw fertiliser 
has already moved to Dharamtar Port and cargo like wheat and rice have gone to 
Kandla Port. 

(ii) . Further hiking of tariff will drive away the commodities like steel, iron ore, etc. In 

fact, before any proposal is prepared by MbPT, they should carry out a systematic 
study for attracting more cargo. Such policy initiatives should encompass reduction 
in tariff, giving more facilities like free time, reducing manning scale, etc. 

(iii) . The TAMP should ensure that tjie deficit in wharfage is not cross subsidised by 

increasing the revenue through on-board stevedoring operations. 


Bombay Custom House Agents’ Association (BCHAA) 

(i) . It is not fully true that since 1991 there is no revision. In fact 12 groups pay less and 

other two groups face automatic revision of wharfage due to advalorem method 
adopted. When this system is adopted, the rate stands revised every year on the 
basis of increased value of cargo. In fact, the system advalorem should go away 
since the cost of the goods have nothing to do with regard to the cost of service. 

(ii) . The MBPT should adopt such policy for levying wharfage that would attract more 

cargo. Actually, increase in wharfage at this juncture is not appropriate since the 
cargo business is going down, One of the examples in this regard is a policy that 
the MBPT allowed more free time which resulted in the cargo volume going up. 


(iii). 


(iv). 


Any step for hiking the charge will only reduce the volume. More volume only will 
bring down deficit. 


e MBPT should give more cost effective service to the trade to attract more cargo 
d thereby attempt to generate more revenue. It should not adopt the method erf 
leasing wharfage for more revenue It should administratively work harder and 
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persuade the Govt, of Maharashtra to modify the policy of Octroi and Stamp duty 
which unnecessarily reduce the volume of cargo passing through the Mumbai Port. 

(v) . They must make efforts to reduce their cost by modifying the manning scale. 

(vi) . In a function, recently organised by MBPT, Hon’ble Minister claims that by various 

measures they have achieved a cost reduction of 40%. If that is true, why should 
they ask for wharfage increase by 15%. 

(vii) . It is excellent that some measures have already been taken by ine MBPT wnich will 

generate sorrte operational revenue and thereby reduce the deficit. Therefore, the 
proposed tariff increase should be deferred. 


The Container Shipping Lines Assoctlaon (CSLA) 

(i) . The cost of inefficiencies and high overheads should not be recovered from 

customers by increasing tariff. In fact, tariff should have a relation with the quality of 
service being provided. 

(ii) . Wharfage rate for export and import should be same. 

The Shipping Corporation of India!/ The Western India Shippers Association 
We endorse the views expressed by MANS A and BCHAA. 


9 . 1 . As agreed at the joint hearing, the MBPT was requested to furnish commodity- 
wise revenue analysis for the years 2000-01 to 2003-04 indicating the additional income due to the 
proposed revision; analysis of wharfage income for the past three years for advalorem cargo items, 
reconciliation of net block and working capital figures with its Annual Accounts; and, details of wage 
burden (excluding arrears) on account of 1997 pay revision. 

9.2. In response to the additional information sought by us, the MBPT has stated the 
following: 

(i). The additional income at the proposed rates would have been Rs.7.87 crores for 
the year 2001-02. Commodity-wise revenue analysis cannot be furnished for the 
subsequent years since it is unable to forecast commodity-wise traffic to be 
handled in future. 


(ii) . Analysis of wharfage income for the past three years for the commodities paying 

advalorem rates cannot be furnished since it does not have this information. It has 
further clarified that despite recovery of wharfage charges on advalorem basis the 
general cargo handling activity at docks continues to be in deficit. The per tonne 
wharfage revenue earned during 2001-02 for the cargo subjected to ad-valorem 
basis was much less than the revenue earned during 2000-01. 

(iii) . The net block for this activity is Rs.61.27 crores for the year 2001-02 and 

reconciliation with the Annual Accounts has been furnished. The working capital 
figure is indicated as Rs.524.26 crores for the port as a whole. 

(iv) . The details of additional wage burden due to pay revision have been furnished. 

(v) . As against a huge deficit of 175% in the year 2001-02 (without considering one 

time expenditure towards wage arrears and SVRS) for the relevant service, only 
15% hike is proposed which will cover the deficit only partially. 
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10. With reference to the totality of the information collected during the processing of 

this case, the following position emerges: • 

(i) . This proposal of the MBPT seeks an across-the-board revision of 15% in the 

wharfage rates on commodities handled in its Docks, except for POL & POL 
products. The MBPT has repeatedly stressed the point that the last revision of 
wharfage charges was made nearly 11 years ago. It is noteworthy that mere 
elapse of time may not be a sufficient ground for effecting tariff increase. The two 
year tariff validity cycle adopted by this Authority is only for carrying out a review of 
the financial position of the port trust vis-£-vis the tariff in vogue. The review at the 
end of the tariff validity cycle need not result only in an upward revision of tariffs; 
the existing tariffs can also be reduced, if warranted. 

(ii) . Most of the users apprehend a further decline in traffic at the MBPT if the wharfage 

rates are increased from the present level. The MBPT has, however, made a 
categoric statement that its rates will still remain competitive with the neighboring 
ports even after the proposed revision. Since we cannot conduct a market study to 
find out the implications of the tariff increase on different commodities, we rely on 
the judgement of the MBPT in this regard. Nevertheless, the suggestion made by 
the MANSA for commodity wise analysis appears to be relevant and worthy on 
adoption by the MBPT in its future exercise. 

(iii) . The argument of the FIEO that the MBPT’s proposal for regrouping the wharfage 

schedule will lead to a steep increase in rates is totally misplaced since the MBPt 
has not proposed any rationalisation / regrouping of wharfage schedule in the 
instant proposal. 

(iv) . The BCHAA and the MANSA have questioned the appropriateness of excluding 

POL from the purview of the proposed revision on the ground that the port has 
made substantial investment in developing POL handling facilities. It may be 
relevant here to point out that the proposal in hand is for revision of wharfage 
charges on commodities handled at the Docks of the MBPT. The major portion of 
the POL traffic at the MBPT is handled at Jawahar Deep where a lot of investment 
ih modernising the facilities has been made in the recent past. The rates for POL 
and POL products were revised in May 2000 considering the investment made for 
modernising such facilities. At that time the rates for POL and POL products 
handled at the Docks have also been suitably adjusted. In this backdrop, the 
MBPT has now proposed to exclude POL & POL products from the purview of the 
proposed revision which is found to be reasonable. 

(v) . In the cost estimate furnished, the operating income from cargo handled at Docks 

has been shown to reduce from Rs 110.66 crores in the year 2001-02 to Rs 96.21 
crores in the year 2002-03 and Rs 86.59 crores in the year 2003-04. Even though 
the traffic forecast is maintained at a more or less constant level, the MBPT has 
sought to clarify this position as a result of change in cargo mix whereby high 
revenue yielding container traffic is replaced by some other low value commodity. 
In view of this explanation offered, the income estimate as furnished by the MBPT 
is accepted. 

(vi) . The MBPT has certified that its estimates of expenditure exclude one time liabilities 

like VRS payments, arrears of salary, wages and pensions, etc. Based on these 
estimates, the operating deficit itself is around 28% for the year 2002-03 and 50% 
for the year 2003-04. This deficit position will obviously widen if finance and 
miscellaneous expenditure, allocable management and general overheads and 
admissible return on capital employed are added. In view of this huge operating 
revenue deficit position, there appears to be a case for 15% increase in the 
wharfage charges as proposed by the MBPT. It is noteworthy that the MBPT wants 
to limit the tariff increase at 15% on commercial considerations. 
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(vii). In view of the cost deficit position explained above, it may not be necessary for a 
detailed analysis of the capital employed relevant for this activity and the return 
admissible thereon. Nevertheless, we are constrained to make the following 
observations in view of the approach adopted by the MBPT in calculating capital 
employed. This Authority has advised the MBPT in other cases to furnish capital 
employed position relevant only for the specific activity. Despite this, the MBPT 
has not considered working capital and capital employed relevant for general cargo 
handled activity while submitting its original proposal in the instant case. It 
subsequently reported a negative working capital of Rs 24.51 lacs for the general 
cargo handling activity. When asked to reconcile the figures furnished with the 
annual accounts, the MBPT has again furnished the working capital position for the 
port as a whole which is not relevant only for this activity. When most of cargo 
related charges are collected in advance, the instance of working capital required 
for this activity does not appear to be fully justifiable. 

Further, the return on capital employed estimate furnished appears to contain some 
calculation errors as the port has sought ROCE of Rs.2697.94 lakhs on an 
estimated capital employed of Rs.3676 lakhs. The intention h6re is not to point out 
any inadvertent arithmetical error. This is only to highlight the seriousness 
attached by the MBPT to present a reliable cost estimate before this Authority. 

(viii). The cost statement, based on the estimates furnished by the MBPT, considered by 
us is attached as Annex- 1 . Though the ROCE computation of the MBPT contains 
errors, we have not modified it in view of the huge operating deficit position. 

(ix) . The huge operating deficit position emerging in this activity clearly indicates flow of 

cross-subsidisation between different activities of the MBPT. A complete picture of 
cross subsidisation for the port as a whole is not available as a part of this 
piecemeal revision proposal. The MBPT had earlier assured that it would submit a 
comprehensive proposal; but it has recently submitted a proposal only for revision 
of the vessel related charges. It is to be recognised that a comprehensive review 
of tariff provides an opportunity to examine various cost elements closely 
particularly in respect of overheads allocations between various activities. The 
MBPT is, therefore, advised not to resort to such piecemeal tariff review in future 
but to undertake a comprehensive review of tariffs for the port as a whole. 

(x) . The existing wharfage schedule includes levy of wharfage on two items on 

advalorem. Some of the users have demanded a uniform basis of levy of , 

wharfage. Prima facie, it appears that advalorem may be more suited for taxation. 

The ports do not levy tax; they collect fee for the services provided. That being so, 
the cost of the services provided may appropriately form basis for charging. But, it 
has to be recognised that the issue of introducing uniform basis of charging 
wharfage is not confined only to the MBPT but is to be reviewed commonly for all 
the major ports. Till such review is undertaken, it is reasonable to allow the existing 
basis of charging at the MBPT to continue. 

The MBPT has sought a 15% increase on the advalorem tariff also. This has been 
rightly objected by the BCHAA. The argument of BCHAA of the port gaining 
automatic revenue on account of wharfage rates prescribed on advalorem due to 
change in the value of the commodities and foreign exchange rate fluctuations 
deserves to be admitted. At the same time, it is also be recognised that automatic 
appreciation in revenue on account of advalorem wharfage rate may not 
necessarily be directly proportional to the escalation in the operating costs of the 
port. It is noteworthy that this Authority considers around 2% appreciation in 
revenue from the dollar denominated tariff items due to exchange rate variations. 

Such an additional income has not been estimated by MBPT in the instant 
proposal. The MBPT has also expressed its inability to furnish commodity-wise 
revenue analysis and also to give an estimate of revenue from the commodities for 
which wharfage is prescribed at advalorem. In the absence of such details, we are 
unable to reasonably estimate the automatic appreciation in revenue on account of 
commodities paying wharfage on advalorem. Irrespective of this handicap, it 
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cannot be denied that there is an automatic appreciation in revenue for the port 
trust on account of tariff prescribed on advalorem. That being so, considering 
foreign exchange rate fluctuation at 2% p.a. and escalation in value of goods linked 
to average inflation level of 5% p.a., it will be reasonable to restrict the increase in 
wharfage rates prescribed on advalorem to 8% as against the 15% increase 
allowed on other commodities. 

(xi) . The existing wharfage schedule of the MBPT contains differential wharfage rates 

for imports and exports. In similar cases relating to some other major ports, this 
Authority had introduced a uniform wharfage rate. When this issue was raised, the 
MBPT expressed its reservation for a uniform rate and requested for continuance 
of the existing practice. It has pointed out that if such a rationalisation is made 
some export commodities will be affected adversely. It has also argued that it does 
not take custody of export cargo by giving any receipts and, hence, a lower rate for 
export will encourage more export traffic to the port. Viewing the request of the 
MBPT to maintain a differential rate as a measure to attract more export cargo, this 
Authority is inclined to allow the existing practice of differential wharfage rates on 
import and export to continue at the MBPT. 

(xii) . It is noteworthy that the MBPT has unveiled several measures to attract traffic and 

cut down its costs. The MBPT also expects that its taking over of stevedoring 
services will bring down the cost to users. This position explained by the MBPT 
has perhaps been misunderstood by the BCHAA. The reduction in cost referred by 
the MBPT is the total cost to the port users. There does not appear to be any cost 
reduction for the port on account of taking over of the stevedoring services. 

11. In the resultJand for the reasons given above, and based on a collective application 
of mind, this Authority approves an increase of 15% in the wharfage rates under Section-I of the 
Dock Scale Rates except for the POL and POL products. The increase on item Nos. 13 & 14 of the 
wharfage schedule which pay wharfage on advalorem is, however, limited to 8% only. The modified 
wharfage schedule is attached as Annex-II. 

12. The revised rates will come into effect after expiry of 15 days from the date of 
Notification of this Order in the Gazette of India. 


A. L. BONG1RWAR, Chairman 
[No. ADVT/ni/rV/143/02-Exty. | 
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ANNEX-I 


Cost Statement for Cargo handled at the Docks of Mumbai Port Trust 



T- - fRs. in lakhs! 

Sr. No 

particulars 

1999-200( 

2000-01 

2001-02 

Without Change 1 






2002-03 

2003-04 

1 

Operating Income 






i) 

ii) 

Wharfage on cargo 

Other Income 

Total Operating Income (1) 

7085.45 

11219.13 

6070.02 

8101.70 

5283.03 

5782.63 

5265.50 

4355.37 

4738.95 

3919.83 


18304.58 

14171.72 

11065.66 

9620.87 

8658.78 

II 

i) 

iii) 

Operating Cost 

Operating Cost 

General Facilities 

Depreciation 

Total Operating Cost (II) 

9375.99 

2534.76 

355.83 

10792.28 

2847.45 

459.22 

9352.08 

1821.32 

498.19 

10001.11 

1821.32 

500.66 

10695.19 

1821.32 

500.66 


12266.58 

14098.95 

11671.59 

12323.09 

13017.17 

111 

Operating Surplus/Deflcit(l-ll) 






iii 

6038.00 

72.77 

-605.93 

-2702.22 

-4358.39 

IV 

Finance & Misc. Exp.(excluding interest on 

Joans 

4771.46 

6791.63 

11901.37 

9237.16 

9461.24 

V 

\ t\ 

Allocated Management & General 
Overheads 

Net Surplus/Deficit (III - IV-V) 

4280.68 

4765.21 

4174.65 

4464.37 

4774.20 

V 1 

-3014.14 

-11484.07 

-16681.95 

-16403.75 

-18593.83 

VII 

Interest on Loans 

- 

- 




VIII 

Capital Employed 



3676.00 

3676.00 

3676.00 

IX 

Return on Capital employed 
@18.5%(12.5+3+3) 



2697.94 

2697.94 

2697.94 

X 

Net Surplus / Deficit afte, interest and 
return 



-19379.89 

-19101.69 

-21291.77 

XI 

Shortfall as % on (1)(i) 



-366.8% 

-362.8% 

-449.3% 


Note: 

Capital Employed and ROCE figures [Sr. no (VIII) and (IX)] as given by the MBPT have been incorporated in 
the cost statement without any modification for the reasons explained in para 11 (viii) of the Order. 
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ANNEX-11 


AMENDMENTS TO THE MBPT SCALE OF RATES IN SECTION I SCHEDULE OF 

DOCKS WHARFAGE RATES 

(i). The existing Section (i) Schedule of Docks wharfage rates on goods imported from or exported 
to port outside and within the Union of India is deleted and substituted as follows: 


Rate No. 

Description of goods 

Basis of 

Rates (in Rs.) 

charges 

Import 

Export 

1. 0). 

Animals, Birds, reptiles, etc. 

Each 

28.75 

23.00 

(ii). 

Animal products - Bone, Bonemeal, Hides and Skins. 

Tonne 

27.60 

16.10 

2 

Arms, Ammunitions, Explosives and Defence Stores. 

Tonne 

106.95 

98.90 

3. (i). 

Asbestos. 

Tonne 

27.60 

16.10 

0i). 

Construction Materials, Sand. 

Tonne 

27.60 

1410 

(ill). 

Fruits, nuts including Raw Cashew, Tapioca, Coconut, 
Copra, Tamarind Seeds. 

Tonne 

27.60 

16.10 

(iv). 

Molasses. 

Tonne 

27.60 

16.10 

(v). 

Waste Paper, Newsprint. 

Tonne 

27.60 

16.10 

(Vi). 

Wood, Timber, Bamboo. 

Tonne 

27.60 

16.10 

4. (i). 

Cement, Clinker 

Tonne 

27.60 

16.10 

(ii). 

Coal and Fire Wood. 

Tonne 

27.60 

16.10 

(iii). 

Fertilisers and Fertiliser raw materials. 

Tonne 

34.50 

6.90 

(tv). 

Foodgrains, Oilseeds, Cereals and Pulses. 

Tonne 

27.60 

6.90 

(v). 

Oil-Cakes and Fodder. 

Tonne 

27.60 

6.90 

(Vi). 

Sugar. 

Tonne 

27.60 

6.90 

5. (i). 

Cotton including cotton waste (also includes cotton twist 
and yam) 

Tonne 

27.60 

16.10 

(ii). 

Jute and jute products, Coir and coir products. 

Tonne 

27.60 

16.10 

6. 0). 

Granites and Marbles. 

Tonne 

27.60 

16.10 

(H). 

Ores, Ore Pellets and Minerals. 

Tonne 

27.60 

16.10 

7 

Metals (Ferrous, Non-ferrous) in the form of ingots billets 
and unmanufactured and metal scrap. 

Tonne 

27.60 

16.10 

8 

Other Liquid bulk including acids and fatty acids. 

Tonne 

27.60 

16.10 

9 

POL and POL Products: 



(i). 

Crude Oil. 

Tonne 

38.00 

38.00 

(ii). 

Kerosene and Light Diesel OH. 

Tonne 

25.00 

25.00 

(iii). 

All other POL products. 

Tonne 

44.00 

44.00 

10 

Salt. 

Tonne 

3.46 

3.45 

11 

Synthetic Resin (including Moulding Powder) and Wood 
Pulp. 

Tonne 

64.4C 

58.65 

12 

Wines, Spirits (Potable) and Alcoholic Beverages. 

Five Litres 

27.6C 

16.10 

13 

Iron and Steel Materials (excluding scrap, dross and ores) 

Advalorem 

0.54% of 
CIF 

QJ2% of 

FOB 

14 

All items other than those specified above. 

-------- 

Advalorem 

0.22% of 
CIF 

0.12 %of 
FOB 


..J 
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Note: (i). 'Sulphur 1 regardless of end use will be classified under Fertiliser 
Raw Materials. 

(ii). No wharfage will be charged for the ballast of the vessel and 
engineering materials, bunkers, stores and gears for repairs to 
ships in docks. 

(ii). The existing items o, 8 and 11 in the General Notes to Section-I is 

deleted and substituted as follows: 

5. Dangerous, explosive and inflammable goods landed at the Docks 
contrary to the Docks Bye-Laws and / or the circulars issued by the 
Traffic Manger must be immediately removed by the Masters / 
Owners / Agents of the vessel to the Board’s warehouses, 
earmarked for such goods, failing which they shall be removed by 
the Traffic Manger at their risk and cost and, in addition, a charge 
of Rs.575/- per package will be levied. 

8. Transhipment Cargo: 

Wharfage at the rate of Rs.103.50 per tonne in the case of 
transhipment by sea and Rs.43.70 per tonne in the case of 
transhipment by road shall be levied and demurrage on expiry of 
free days as per Clause (4) of Section II ‘A imports will be charged. 


11. Wharfage at the rate of Rs.43.70 per tonne shall be levied on the 
cargo cleared from the Docks under Section 49 of the Customs Act 
1962, Demurrage on expiry of free day as per Clause (4) of 
Section II ‘A’ import shall be levied. 
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